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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner informed Mr. Cage that the after-final amendment filed 18 
May 2007 included new issues that require further search and consideration, and would therefore not be entered. 
Examiner also detailed how claim 36 was in fact rejected in the previous Office Action mailed 29 January 2007(citing 
both the Office Action Summary that lists claim 36 as rejected and numorous portions of the Office Action that cite 
specific portions of the prior art reference that were relied upon the meet the limitations of claim 36) even though claim 
number 36 was inadvertently omitted from its intended rejection section (paragraph 11). 



